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REMARKS 

The Examiner finally rejects claims 1-15 under U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wang (U.S. Patent No. 6,11 8,817) in view of Ackland et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
5 739 562) This amendment is filed in response to the Examiner's remarks in the Advisory 
Action dated October 14, 2004, and accompanies a request for continued exammauon. 
A P plicantamendsclaimsl,6,andll. Claims 1-15 remain in the application. Applicant 
adds no new matter and requests reconsideration. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. §103 

In the advisory action, the Examiner clarifies the previous two rejections, and 
responds to Applicant's arguments in disagreement. Applicant submits the foregomg 
amendments to further emphasize the differences between Applicant's claims and the pnor 

Amended claim 1 recites determining whether the computed bandwidth constrained 
frame rate is smaller than a frame rate requested from the imager. See, e.g., page 5, hue 4-24 
and page 7, lines 26-27 for descriptive support for the added concept. Claims 6 and 1 1 have 
been amended to add a similar limitation. From the Examiner's remarks, it appears that the 
Examiner and Applicant are in substantial agreement that the claims as amended are novel 
and unobvious since they clearly exclude the ability of Wang's encoder 100 to request a 
frame rate from itself. Since it is clear from the language of amended claim 1 that the frame 
rate is requested from the imager, Wang does not anticipate claim 1 , or claims 6 and 1 1 , or 
their corresponding dependent claims. 

Amended claim 1 recites computing a bandwidth constrained frame rate from a frame 
size of an imager and a bandwidth of a link, where the bandwidth constrained frame rate is 
the rate at which frames may be transferred from the imager. See, e.g., figure 1, page 3, hnes 
11-18, page 5, lineslO-16, and page 7, lines 1 8-21 for descriptive support for the added 
concept. Claims 6 and 1 1 have been amended to add a similar limitation. The Exammer 
alleges Wang's frame rate controller 120 within encoder 100 computes the recited bandwidth 
constrained frame rate by adjusting a frame rate of an encoded video signal 1550 based on 
the cumulative bandwidth balance on a computer network 1 104. Advisory Action, page 2; 
Wang figures land 11; col. 15, lines 23-26. Wang, however, does not disclose frame rate 
controller 120 adjusting the rate of frames transferred from the imager or adjusting any frame 
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rate based on the/™* s,ze of, He im a g e, Wang, therefore, does no, anticipate claim 1 , or 
claims 6 and 1 1, ottheit corresponding dependent claims. 

7*. Examine, tether alleges Wang's thune rate controller 120 inherently computes 
the ,.ci,cd MM*. «— -Jl— Adv^ Acuon, page 2. Wang, however 
clearly state, to, the encode, 1 00 adjust the frame rate of an encoded video s.gnal 1550 by 
altering the nun.be, of frames from ft. sou™, video signal .540 tha, pass though frame rate 
confer .20. Wang, figure col. 16, lines .6-42; co,. 15, lines 41-49 (where frame rate 
conUoUe, .20 passes every nth frame reived via the source video signal, a*. the value 
is incremented o, dec.emen.ed depending on the Uueshold comparisons). Smce frame rate 
controUe, 120 adjusts the frame rate of signa, .550 by coupling me number of frames ^ble 
to pass through encode, 100, Wang does no. con,pu,e me frame rate of stgna. . 550. Wang 
,„erefo,e,dc«s no, anticipate claim .,o, Cairns 6 and .., ortheir corresponding dependent 

claims. . « 

Furthermore, neither Wang no, Ackland provide any motivation to combmc the 
invents describe* therein. The Examine, alleges that 1, would have been obvious to, one 
skilled in the art to have been motivated to include the concept of deternnning an .ntegratton 

acquisition chc.ufry that provides images » the encoder disclosed by Wang," su.ee [d]omg 
so would provide a means for determining the intention time of an imager pK.v.dmg .mages 
based on me frames that me image is updated at" Advisor Action, page 2. Eveutf 
Ackland taught determining an integration time from a frame rate, this combinanon would 
no, have provided motivation fo, mcorporaung me integration time determination mto 
Wang's encoder 100 since encoder .00 does not detennine or monitor the rate a, wruch 
6ao.es arc transmitted from video acquisition circuity .270. In other words, i, is unposs^e 
for encode, .00 to determine the integration time of the video acquisition cuemfry 1270 from 
an undetermined or undetected frame rate. Moreover, since Wang's interconnect .206, 
coupled beWcn.he encode, .00 and the video acquisition circuiti, .270, is no. bandwidth 
limited, encode, .00 ha, no motivation to ahc, the intention time of the video acorns. ,on 
circuitry 1270. Thus combining the references, as the Examiner suggests, is to no ava.1. 
Applicant therefore respectfully requests tha, this rejection be withdrawn andthe pendmg 
claims be allowed to issue. 
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CONCLUSION 

Applicant requests reconsideration and allowance of all claims. Applicant encourages 
App * ■ a« tW\ 722-361 3 if it appears that an interview 

the Examiner to telephone the undersigned at (503) 222 3613 PP 

would be helpful in advancing the case. 

Respectfully submitted, 

. JOHNSON & McCOLLOM, P.C. 




MARGER JOHNSON & McCOLLOM, P.C. 
1030 SW Morrison Street 
Portland, OR 97205 
(503) 222-3613 
Customer No. 20575 



I hereby certify that this correspondence 
is being transmitted to the U.S. Patent and 
Trademark Office via facsimile number 
(703) 872-9306, on October 27, 2004. 

Beth A. "Nichols 
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